Partin , Louisiana Teamster Chie f , Charged 

By Federal Jury With Extortion, Conspiracy 




By a Wall Street Journal Staff ft' v<irlp\ 

NEW ORLEANS— Edward G. Partin, con- 
troversial Louisiana Teamsters’ leach 1- , was in- 
dicted here by a Federal grand jury on charges 
of extortion and criminally conspiring to mo- 
nopolize trade in concrete products. 

Indicted with him on the same charges were 
a prominent Baton Rouge businessman? Ted F. 
Dunham Jr., and the thrqe Bg.'tcwlill'duge con- 
crete companies that, according to the indict- 
ment, Mr. Dunham ma^gesrorj cdfijfoQs : Dun- 
ham Concrete Producy ^^uisTana Ready- 
Mix Co. and Andci-son-Dunham Inc. 

The five-count indictment includes two 
counts ' charging violations of the labor-racke- 
teering provisions of the. Hobbs A cl through 
strikes, work stoppages and physical violence 
at construction sites in the Baton Rouge area. 
Conviction on each count could bring maxi- 
mum jail terms of 20 years and $10,000 fines, a 
Justice Department spokesman said. 

The remaining three counts allege violation 
of the restraint-of-trade and antimonopoly pro- 
visions of the Sherman Act. Conviction on each 
count could bring a maximum one-year jail 
term and $50,000 fine for the individual defen- 
dants and a $50,000 fine for the corporate de- 
fendants. 

The indictment of.Mr. Partin, business man- 
ager of Teamsters Local 5, may help end a 
long controversy over whether the Teamsters 
official has received unusual immunity from 
the Justice Department since 1964. In that year 
lie gave the key testimony that helped convict 
Teamsters chief James Hof fa of jury tamper- 
ing. Mr. Hoffa is serving an eight-year Federal 
prison term. 

Mr. Partin was taken from jail in Louisi- 
ana in 1962 by Justice Department officials to 
work as an undercover agent against Mr. Hof- 
fa.' Since the Hoffa conviction, the Justice 
Department has declined to press a 1962 in- 
dictment against Mr. Partin charging em- 
bezzlement of union funds. Various Louisiana 
officials have charged that the Department 
hampered a state investigation of Baton Rouge 
labor troubles begun after widespread violence 
and work stoppages in 1966-67. The Justice 
Department vigorously denies the charge. 

It’s understood that the complaints about 
Mr. Partin’s alleged immunity reached Attor- 
ney General Mitchell, who recently ordered a 
review of the entire matter. His Antitrust Divi- 
sion pressed the invo ■ ti ■••n that •■utminnted 

m Friday's iuoielnient. • ' d jury 

m New Orleans, also •ing eve.-mor from 
tin? Antitrust Division, was dismissed in De- 
cember without taking action. 

“The charges against me and my company 
are totally incorrect,” Mr. Dunham said, ac- 
cording to the Associated Press. "I have known 
for some time that such complaints have been 
made and I think they are the outgrowth of a 
ci.vil suit against me and others filed in March 
of 1967 and not yet brought to trial.” 

The civil action Mr. Dunham referred to is 
a $3.15 million antitrust suit filed by William 
Heck, official of the competing Altex Ready 


Mixed Concrete Co. Mr. Heck alleged that a 
conspiracy existed to put him out of business. 
Mr. Partin wasn’t available for comment but 
he told reporters several weeks ago that he. 
was aware of the grand jury and that he was 
innocent of any wrongdoing: 

Both men will be arraigned July 18 in Baton 
Rouge Federal district court. Bond was set at 
$25,000 for each defendant. According to Jus- 
tice Department sources, no further indict- 
ments related to the Baton Rouge labor 
troubles are expected from the New Orleans 
jury. 

The indictment charges the defendants vio- 
lated the Sherman Act by coercing industrial 
purchasers of concrete products, beginning in 
early 1966, to deal exclusively with the Dun- 
ham companies. The coercion involved strikes, 
work stoppages and property damage at con- 
struction sites, the jury charged. 

The defendants also conspired to delay and 
obstruct construction projects that used com- 
petitors’ concrete products, it said, and con- 
spired to furnish truck drivers and equipment 
operators to concrete suppliers at higher wage 
rates and on less favorable terms than those 
extended to the Dunham companies. 

The indictment also charges that the defen- 
dants conspired to fix prices and prescribe 
areas of sale of concrete products. It said the 
Dunham companies had 1968 sales of $9 mil- 
lion, or about 56% of total concrete sales of $16 
million in the Baton Rouge area. The concrete 
products involved are primarily ready-mix 
concrete and concrete pipe. 

As a result of the Sherman Act violations, 
the grand jury said competition in the Baton 
Rouge area among concrete suppliers was sup- 
pressed and purchasers were deprived of an 
opportunity to buy in an open and competitive 
market. 

The conspiracy began in 1966 and continues 
to the present, the indictment charged. 

The two Hobbs Act counts cited alleged ex- 
tortion from two Louisiana companies. In De- 
cember 1966* and January 1967, the jury said. 
Mr. Partin caused Local 5 to strike Raymond 
Concrete Pile division of Raymond Interna- 
tional Inc., which was building test .concrete 
piles for a Gulf Oil Corp. plant, in Donaldson- 
ville, La. The strikes and work stoppages 
forced the Raymond division to buy ready-mix 
concrete from the Dunham companies at a 
price “more lhan $6,000 higher than a price 
quoted” by oilier supplier:;, the indictment 
:;.iid. The extortion consisted of the profit, ob- 
tained on the sale by the. Dunham companies, 
it said. 

Beginning in January 1968, the indictment 
charged, Mr. Partin “threatened to cause and 
did cause strikes, work stoppages and physical 
violence by members of Local 5 at the site” of 
a sewerage project in Plaquemine, La., being 
built by W. O. Bergeron Construction Co. It 
said Mr. Partin continued such actions until 
Bergeron “agreed to purchase the total re- 
quirements of concrete pipe for said project 
from Anderson-Dunham Inc.” . 


